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Applicant: Anthony B. Fuller Art Unit: 3723 
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Filed: October 3, 2003 

Title: Pipe Clamp With Releasable Clamp Body 

Commissioner of Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Reconsideration of Restriction Requirement Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.143 

Sir: 

In response to the Office Action dated June 6, 2005 the applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction requirement between the following inventions: 

I. claims 1-3 and 7-9 drawn to a clamp, and 

II. claims 4-6 drawn to a method of orienting a clamp. 
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The applicant provisionally elects Invention I, claims 1-3 and 7-9 with traverse. Under 
MPEP § 803 a restriction is proper where the inventions are distinct or independent and there is a 
serious burden on the Examiner. It is submitted that the claims drawn to a clamp and a method 
for orienting the clamp will require identical or virtually identical searches, any prior art 
developed will have similar relevance to both groups of inventions and issues raised during 
prosecution will likely be similar for both groups of inventions. In view of these factors it is 
submitted that very little extra burden is placed on the Examiner if both groups of inventions are 
prosecuted in the same application. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction 
requirement is respectfully requested. 
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Date: June 10, 2005 
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